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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No. 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY PCT/EP2004/006974 



Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 

the language in which it was field, unless otherwise indicated under this item. JrJ 



□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 
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3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/Dr table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



1 . ED The following document has not been furnished: 

S copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule ASbisA and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 436/S.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules AZbisA and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 




Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Yes: 


Claims 




No: 


Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 

AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/EP2004/006974 

Re Item V. 

1 . The following documents are referred to in this communication: [}J 
D1 : US2002/01 5681 3 (Hewlett-Packard Company; Gardner, Thomas (UK)) 24 H 
Oktober2002 ^ 
D2: US5210824 (Xerox Corporation; Putz et al.) 1 1 May 1993 > 

2. INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 00 



The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because 
the subject-matter of claim 1 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 
Document D1 discloses: 

Method for editing by a user of content to be represented via an end-user device 
to an end-user,(editing and previewing see D1 , paragraph [0013]) using a 
translation function that translates content into production content which 
translation function makes use of characteristics of an end-user device type (D1 , 
paragraph [0017] gives examples of possible end-user devices, paragraph [0030] 
gives example of "translation" with XSLT), resulting in production content that is 
suitable for being presented via an end-user device of said type (D1 , paragraph 
[0060]). 



m 



For the sake of completeness, it should be noted that also document D2 discloses 
all the features of claim 1 (D2, column 1 , line 21 to column 2, line 44 and column 
18, line 48 to column 19 line 4). 

3. DEPENDENT CLAIMS 2-1 3 

Dependent claims 2 to 13 do not contain any features which, in combination with 

the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in 

respect of novelty (claims 2,6-13) and/or inventive step (claims 3-5) (Article 33(2) 

and (3) PCT). For example : 

Claim 2,12,13: implicit in D1 

Claim 6: D2, column 17, lines 52-54 

Claims 8,9: D1, paragraph [0030] 

Claims 10 and 1 1 : D1 , page 1 , right-hand column, [0013] and figure 6 
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